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Is the VK, the following 1 c.tr 1 actions have 
been done on cutlicta books .which have been, written about 
Scientology. 

1. Sntr.n o S I ayes - this was a booh all about Charles Hansen 
end hfyutc cuius in California. In several places, throughout 
the booh, Charles Mans on was wer.ticned rs a formr Scientologist 
(untrue) und it was alleged that he got his start with • 
Sciontol&fc/ etc. 

The publishers of the book were sued-for libel 
-- they did not serve a .defence but instead asked for 
settlement. It was agreed that they, would pay us L100 
damages, together with the costs of the action. They also 
agreed.to n.altc an apology in open court end to discontinue 
publication and- sales of the book. 

2. ' A psychologist by tiie name of Dr. Christopher Evans was 
writing a bock entitled "20th Century Cults". Legal started 
writing to him and his publishers raid later his lawyers. 

. No proceedings were started because the book had not'been 
published. However, endless letters ware cent to and fro 
over a period of about a year, during which time it was pads ' 
clear to the publishers and their lawyers that if they ' 
published the book, they would have to fight a legal action', 
which would lose-then money... 

Finally the publishers lawyers v/rotc to us to 
say that there was no point in continuing the. correspondence 
because the publishers had now decided not to publish the 
.book. As of this date, the bool:.lias not bean published. 

• 3.' C. H. Rolph, (small time author and journalist), was 
commissioned by the UAHH U.K. to write a boo); bn the. subject 
of the NAMH conflict with Scientology', fro:; their viewpoint. 

PP.0 got in touch with Rolph - Ralph come down to SI1 and there 
wore a series of friendly letters. Rolph finally submitted 
his manuscript to PRO but, in spite of the friendly visits, 
it turned out that ho was just n NAMH hack and hod written an 
attack. ... 


Legal wrote to him and his lawyers, and pointed 
out that publication would be a contempt of court (because of 
other legal actions which ve have against the KAMH). The book 
has not boor published. 
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Thus, being h con ten;, t of court, legal moved 
a court icr iv, order "that Harris C. Huvre 11 do stand 
umitivu to Ho/ Majesty's 1'risen at lirixtcm and that the 
lil ichors nay be so committed for their several end respective 

So, legal tool: then to Court, c.nd the Judge found 
at the* bock mss a contempt of court. So the book was 
thdrrwn fre-n publication without any copies having l>ecn 
•Id to the public. 

•The latest book is by Cyril -Vesper called "Tho' Mindbonders", 
stupid bit of natter. A preview of tlio bool: was sent out 
’ the publishers, end PRO was alerted by n phone call from 
TV station, who wanted a confrontation on TV with Cyril 
jspor. This "avo the G.O. 24 hours to stop the book, the 
/ confrontation and attendant-bad publicity. 

The book contained numerous quotes from Scientology 
ooks and policy letters etc and contained some' data which 
osper had* learned on the Solo Course. Legal-proceedings 
ere brought on the basis of breach of copyright and breach.-. 

£ confidential relationship (meaning putting in details of-’ 
lie Solo Course). As time was short, B4 did a superb job of 
.etting data, PRO did a: superb job of stalling TV, and Legal 
•ent round to tho Judge in the-evening at his own home, to ask 
for an injunction., .(An injunction is a Court order stopping ... 
i person’from,doing a particular act); In this case the . 
.njunction was to prevent tho book from being sold or . . * 
iistributed. PRO went down to the TV station, to-be ready 
;o appear, in case the injunction was not obtained. The 
j.rogramme announcer had already made his introductions on 
Jyril end his'book, whon the phone rang in the studio, and pur 
lawyer informed the producer; that the injunction had been 
obtained. The.ennovn'cer was' forced to apologise to the- • ; 
viewers, end PRO handled the' resultant tension after the 
programme had not geno on,'with.a drunken Vospor and furious 
producer.. ’. . . "\ ' •- ' • -.. 

The injunction was Ex parte :(the-'other side was- 
not present .when it was obtained) and 3 weeks later legal - 
went.-beforc the Court again for a contested hearing, to see 
whether tho. injunction should be continued or not;-’ Legal won 
on both counts of copyright and'breach of confidence. The • 
other side nov; have 14 days in which to appeal. •• 

Tho point’of relating these actions.-is to indicate 
that the following countries have similar laws to Britain: ..... 

Kew .Zealand. - •-•- • ’■ •' r • • V. 

. ‘ ^Australia.' f‘‘ A’ : f ; ». ... • 

South Africa ' . v. 

■ , . Canada'*,'. ”** .. 
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There'is no acceptable justification in these 
• no action being taken against the publishers . 
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3^ ..•••}.nl u.r.. seldom, ii uJ® 5 ? assesses its 

chances of winning dorcKtuiciny, action. 

It:, e.bi 1 j tv lies in*'V , Vrrfni}-, tho net ion into 
court' fust, without a of, A on the chances of 
winning. ho-one can accurately assess in 
-•-* . advance the chances ol winning or 1 orinj:, as 

this is a natter oi: im’.ividua}. ] owyers, 
individual judges, hew i.;any eve breaks the 
judge had that, day, the* particular circumstance 
of the particular case which strikes the .)ud„e 
and rood fortune. Good fortune never striker, 
you in Court, unless yon are in Court . 

4) Legal U.K. h«r. been in courts more often in 
the past 3 years than the rest of tho Scien¬ 
tology world combined. They have won more 
eases end lost rere cases than anywhere else. 
They lost cases they wore sure they would win, 
and won eases they wore sure they would lose, 

• The losses did not hurt us, end the successes 
established on iron clad ethics presence, 
which has probably prevented rsorc entheta 
titan we will over know about (B4 feedback 

. ; . lines confirm this) . . . 

5) Do not worry about whether you will win or 
lose, but direct nil effort and concentration 
on tho legal technicalities required to 
■achieve 3 legal confrontation, 

6) It is always technically possible - though 

• sometimes difficult, to got into Court. The 
most difficult part is in forcing your legal 
team, especially outside lawyers, to get this 

' 'done, in spite of the ir terror of losing. It 

requires intention, determination and forceful 
persistence to get this done. Not legal genius 

• Ke USA ’V " 

In.America, where Freedom of Speech includes 
freedom to malign with impunity, except for old ladies and 
crippled men, much more imagination is required. Because 
of the Constitution of America, and case li a on libel,. 
inclusive of recent Supreme Court decisions, it is impossible 
to prevent publication of libel. Attempts to prevent a book 
being published are called pro-publication censorship, and 
arc extremely unpopular legally. However, where U.S. legal 
has been successful is prior to Court cppearuncos and actual 
trial in effecting settlement. . 

The button used in effecting settlement is 
purely financial. In other vordo, it is moro costly to 
continue the legal action than to settle in some fashion. 

Using this, legal U.S. usually moves for retraction of the 
libel and/or publication of a correction or Scientology 
viewpoint, • • 

Therefore, it is imperative that legal US Dev-T 
his opponents and their lawyers with correspondence (a lawyer'i 
letter costs approx $50), phone calls (time costs), interro¬ 
gatories, depositions and whatever else legal' can mock up. 

One of the bright spots of US legal is that even 
if you lose you don't poy your opponent for his lawyers fees. 
Therefore the cost of any legal action is Email by ’c owner is on 
with U- ::c:u-n: • ih Countries, where the loser ' -■ ■ 
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